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1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 0/25/07 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)£3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^3 Claim(s) 1,3-7 and 9-22 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1,3-7 and 9-22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) L~H The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 10/25/07 has been entered. 

Claims 1, 3-7, and 9-22 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 7, 13, 14, 16, 18, 20, 
and 22 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-7, 10-12, 13, 14, 16-18, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Collard US Patent 6,181,893 in view of Bleizeffer US Patent 6,1 15,720. 

As per claim 1, Collard teaches an operating method for sequentially performing setting 
for plural items in a predetermined order, the method comprising: 

Storing plural setting frames provided to the respective plural items; (see Collard; figure 
4, column 7, lines 20-50) 

Displaying, in a single frame of a display device, one of the stored plural setting meanu 
display data of plural items to be set; (see Collard; figure 4, column 7, lines 20-50) 
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Allowing an operator to input an instruction from to perform setting of the plural item 
through the display device; (see Collard, column 7, lines 10-20) and 

Performing setting of the plural items in accordance with the inputted instruction; (see 
Collard, column 9, lines 25-40) wherein 

When setting of a first item which is being set is performed based on the inputted 
instruction, (see Collard; column 6, lines 45-65) setting menu display data of a second item that 
is next to the first item in the predetermined order is displayed, and the first item displays the 
selected item, (see Collard; column 6, lines 35-46) 

Collard further teaches an item which is being an item which has been already set, an 
item which is being set along with parameters to choose from, and an item which has not yet 
been set are displayed in the single frame so that the item that is being set is distinguishable from 
item which has been already set and item which has not yet been set. (see column 7, lines 25-45; 
figure 4, "Basic Settings" is displayed differently from the rest of the items.) 

However, Collard fails to teach an item which has been already set is distinguishable 
from another an item which has not yet been set. 

Bleizeffer teaches an item which has been already set is distinguishable from another an 
item which has not yet been set. (see Bleizeffer, column2, lines 44-61; figure 18, column 13, 
lines 15-55) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Bleizeffer' s teaching with method of Collard in order to allow users to distinguish what is done 
and what is not. 
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As per claim 4, Collard and Bleizeffer teach the operating method as claimed in claim 1 . 
Collard further teaches wherein an operation of displaying a setting frame for an item which has 
been already set is allowed to be carried out when one of the plural setting frames is displayed, 
(see Collard; figure 4, column 7, lines 20-50) 

As per claim 5, Collard and Bleizeffer teach the operating method as claimed in claim 4. 
Bleizeffer further teaches wherein the setting frame for the item which has been already set is 
displayed, the setting for the item is carried out, and the setting frame being displayed is 
automatically restored to a previous setting frame which is displayed just before the setting frame 
for the item which has been already set is displayed, (see Bleizeffer; column 11, lines 31 -column 
12, line 10) 

As per claim 6, Collard and Bleizeffer teach the operating method as claimed in claim 5. 
Bleizeffer further teaches wherein when the setting frame is restored to the previous setting 
frame, a state which has been just previously set is maintained, (see Bleizeffer, column 11, lines 
31-columnl2, lines 10) 
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As per claims 7 and 10-12, they are of similar scope to claims 1 and 4-6 respectively, and 
are rejected under the same rationale. 

As per claim 13, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 1. Supra. 

As per claim 14, Collard teaches an operating method for sequentially performing 
settings for plural items in a predetermined order to perform settings for a processor, the method 
of: comprising: 

displaying, in a single frame of a display device, all of the plural items and one of plural 
setting menu display data of plural items to be set; (see Collard; figure 4, column 7, lines 20-50) 

inputting an instruction from an operator to perform setting of the plural items through 
the display device; (see Collard, column 7, lines 10-20) 

setting the plural items in accordance with the inputted instruction; (see Collard; column 
6, lines 45-65) 

carrying out a processing operation of the processor on the basis of contents set for the 
plural items; (see Collard, column 9, lines 25-40) and 
maintaining the contents set for the plural items; 

wherein when setting of a first item which is being set is performed based on the inputted 
instruction, (see Collard; column 6, lines 45-65) the display unit displays a setting menu display 
data of a second item that is next to the first item in the predetermined order, and the first item 
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displays the selected item, (see Collard; column 6, lines 35-46) and 

Collard further teaches an item which is being an item which has been already set, an 
item which is being set along with parameters to choose from, and an item which has not yet 
been set are displayed in the single frame so that the item that is being set is distinguishable from 
item which has been already set and item which has not yet been set. (see column 7, lines 25-45; 
figure 4, "Basic Settings" is displayed differently from the rest of the items.) 

However, Collard fails to teach an item which has been already set is distinguishable 
from one another an item which has not yet been set. 

Bleizeffer teaches an item which has been already set is distinguishable from one another 
an item which has not yet been set. (see Bleizeffer, column2, lines 44-61; figure 18, column 13, 
lines 15-55) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Bleizeffer' s teaching with method of Collard in order allow users to distinguish what is done and 
what is not. 

As per claim 16, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 14. Supra. 

As per claim 17, Collard and Bleizeffer teach operating method as claimed in claim 16. 
Bleizeffer further teaches wherein the instruction is provided on an initial frame, (see Bleizeffer; 
figure, the instruction on the right side of the frame is the initial instruction) 

As per claim 18, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 14. Supra. 

As per claim 20, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 14. Supra. 
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As per claim 21, it is of the same scope as claim 17. Supra. 

AS per claim 22, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 14. Supra. 

Claims 3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over anticipated 
Collard US Patent 6,181,893 in view of Bleizeffer US Patent 6,1 15,720 further in view of 
Wehmeyer US Patent 5,543,857. 

As per claim 3, Collard and Bleizeffer teach the method of claim 1 . They fail to teach 
wherein values which have been set are displayed for the items-item which have-has been 
already set. 

Wehmeyer teaches values which have been set are displayed for the items-item which 
have-has been already set. (see Wehmeyer, figure 4, items, "mute", "TV only", and "Stereo") 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Wehmeyer's teaching method of Bleizeffer in order to provide user with an intuitive object 
oriented guide which naturally, and in a non-confusing fashion, lead the viewer to the correct 
control for accomplishing his task. 

As per claim 9, it is rejected under the same scope as claim 9. Supra. 

Claims 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
anticipated Collard US Patent 6,181,893 in view of Bleizeffer US Patent 6,1 15,720 further in 
view of Shiels, U.S. Patent 5,751,953. 

As per claim 15, Collard and Bleizeffer teaches the operating method as claimed in claim 
14. They fail to teach wherein after the processing operation of the processor is executed, an 
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instruction can be provided as to whether the contents set for the plural items are maintained or 
the contents set are cleared. 

Shiels teaches wherein after a processing operation of the processor is executed, an 
instruction can be provided as to whether the contents set for the plural items are maintained or 
the contents set are cleared (se Shiels, column 7, lines 32-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Shiels with the method of Bleizeffer and Wehmeyer in order to 
allow a user to save or discard settings set for a particular process. 

As per claim 19, it is of similar scope to claim 15 and it rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 15. Supra. 



Response to Argument 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/25/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's argument focused on the following: 

A) Whether Collard teaches a setting menu display data of a second item that is next the 
first item in the predetermined order is displayed? 

A) Collard teaches this limitation because it displays multiple setting menu for different 
items simultaneously in a predetermined order, (see Collard, figure 4, col. 7, lines 30-70) 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Peng Ke 
/Peng Ke/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



